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his honorable service in the Armed Forces of 
the United States of America and for his con-
tinued dedication to his community. 

Mr. Le Grand was commissioned as an offi-
cer in the U.S. Air Force in 1956, having 
served until 1978 as a navigator/bombardier 
for Strategic Air Command bombers. Le Grand 
was deployed to Vietnam during the war as 
the lead navigator for the AC–119 Stinger 
gunship, leading search and destroy oper-
ations on North Vietnamese positions along 
the Ho Chi Minh Trail. His decorations include 
the Distinguished Flying Cross with Oak Leaf 
Cluster, Air Medal with 9 Oak Leaf Clusters in 
lieu of subsequent awards, Air Force Out-
standing Unit Award, and the Republic of Viet-
nam Gallantry Cross with Palm. 

After retiring from the Air Force, Mr. Le 
Grand has brought the same love he had for 
his country and poured it into making his com-
munity a better place. He has served on sev-
eral boards, commissions, and committees, 
among these are as an officer for the Knights 
of Columbus, leadership positions within the 
Boy Scouts of America, and as a member of 
the Catholic Church Pastoral Council. 

Mr. Le Grand’s career is marked with her-
oism and is consistent with the finest traditions 
of the United States Air Force and reflects 
great credit upon himself, the State of Texas, 
and the United States of America. 
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Wednesday, February 2, 2022 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
strong opposition to H.R. 4521, the so-called 
‘‘America COMPETES Act of 2022.’’ And I re-
gret the path the Democratic leadership has 
taken with bringing this bill to the floor. 

Some will call this a ‘‘competitiveness pack-
age’’ or a ‘‘supply chain’’ bill. Others claim the 
bill is about countering the Chinese Com-
munist Party. But the truth is that it is none of 
those things. If this 3,000-page bill seems to 
have no coherence or strategic purpose, that’s 
because it doesn’t. This package was tossed 
together by Democratic leadership with no Re-
publican input, and from what I understand 
with very little coordination between the Com-
mittee chairs. The Speaker hijacked good bi-
partisan bills dealing with U.S. competitive-
ness and countering the malign influence of 
China to pass another Democratic wish list 
that will go nowhere in the Senate. 

By combining competitiveness bills with par-
tisan poison pills, H.R. 4521 undoes more 
than a year of bipartisan work by the House 
Science Committee to develop and pass com-
prehensive legislation to double investment in 
basic research. As Ranking Member of the 
Science Committee, I was proud to work with 
Chairwoman JOHNSON to produce good policy 
that will double our investment in basic 
science, support the most important emerging 
technologies, build our technical workforce, 
and protect our research from theft. The 
House Science Committee passed more than 
a dozen bills to scale-up America’s research 
and development capabilities over the next 
decade, ensuring the Chinese Communist 

Party does not achieve its goal of overtaking 
the U.S. in science and technology, giving 
them a dangerous economic and national se-
curity advantage. 

At the center of our work is the National 
Science for the Future Act and the Depart-
ment of Energy Science for the Future Act, 
which both passed the House with over-
whelming bipartisan support in June. When we 
passed those bills, I had high hopes that for 
once, Congress might be able to work to-
gether to get something done. The economic 
and national security threats from China grow 
every day, and the Chinese Communist Party 
has been clear that their target is to surpass 
the United States. 

The Senate has passed their own bipartisan 
package, the U.S. innovation and Competition 
Act (USICA) in June. While there are many 
flaws in USICA, I believe that we had a good 
opportunity to find a consensus agreement 
through a formal House and Senate Con-
ference. 

I have been urging Democratic leadership to 
begin conferencing these bills with the Senate 
since the summer, to no avail. And now that 
House Democratic leadership has finally de-
cided to act, and they have done so with no 
regard for all this bipartisan work. 

Instead of focusing on strong consensus 
policies, this package is filled with poison pills 
with no bipartisan support. There was no need 
to make this partisan. 

I believe that if given the opportunity we 
could have passed legislation that invests in 
American research, strengthens our supply 
chains, spurs private sector investment, en-
sures the domestic production of semicon-
ductor chips, and confronts China’s malign be-
havior. This bill is nothing more than a distrac-
tion. Now I fear that this week’s exercise will 
make it more difficult to reach a bicameral, bi-
partisan deal on a bill. 

We cannot afford to play politics while the 
Chinese Communist Party threatens our eco-
nomic and national security. I urge my col-
leagues to come back to the table to negotiate 
strategic, bipartisan legislation that addresses 
this generational threat. I ask my colleagues to 
oppose this flawed, partisan package. 
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Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
address H.R. 4521, the America COMPETES 
Act of 2022, which the House is considering. 
I have worked closely with several committees 
on key parts of this legislation—including the 
creation of a new class of start-up visas to at-
tract the next generation of Immigrant entre-
preneurs and the reauthorization of the Na-
tional Science Foundation to supercharge our 
country’s investments in cutting-edge re-
search. However, I have concerns with an-
other part of this bill—the inclusion of the 
‘‘SHOP SAFE Act’’ in Section 80301. 

The laudable intent behind the SHOP SAFE 
Act is to help combat the on line sale of coun-
terfeit goods, which I certainly share. How-
ever, the SHOP SAFE Act as presently con-
structed has three flaws. 

First, SHOP SAFE could raise the adminis-
trative burdens and transaction costs of many 
small businesses and small sellers. This could 
be especially disruptive for the sale of used 
goods and other secondary markets, and for 
artisanal and other non-mass market products 
that do not fit neatly into the big-brand tem-
plates that this bill would likely impose. As a 
result, consumers could also suffer as costs 
go up and sellers could go down in many of 
these markets. 

Second, only the largest online market-
places with the deepest pockets may be able 
to bear the full technological and economic 
burdens that SHOP SAFE would impose. As a 
result, the bill risks entrenching their domi-
nance at the expense of nascent and future 
competitors. 

Third, SHOP SAFE takes a ‘‘kitchen-sink’’ 
approach to combat counterfeit listings, impos-
ing over a dozen sweeping requirements that 
platforms must implement to avoid crippling li-
ability for third-party infringement. Yet no one 
has been able to explain which of these steps, 
if any, will really make a difference over the 
status quo in stemming the flow of counter-
feits. Indeed, some online marketplaces al-
ready police their listings in many different 
ways, without the legal pressure imposed by 
this bill. 

These concerns came up during the Judici-
ary Committee’s markup of the SHOP SAFE 
Act last fall. Members, including several who 
voted to advance the bill, called for further 
work on the bill. Based on public discussion at 
the markup, it was expected a committee-driv-
en process to make changes to the SHOP 
SAFE Act would happen before it moved for-
ward. Regrettably, given that the ordinary leg-
islative process towards the floor did not 
occur, we now find SHOP SAFE has been in-
serted without improvements into this much 
larger legislation. 

There is another approach included in the 
America COMPETES Act, in Section 20213, 
the INFORM Consumers Act. This legislation 
would boost enforcement efforts through regu-
lation by requiring on line marketplaces to 
verify the identity of high-volume sellers, while 
requiring the disclosure of basic information 
about seller identity to consumers. Some of 
these requirements overlap with those im-
posed in the SHOP SAFE Act. 

As such, the America COMPETES Act con-
tains two visions of how to make sure on line 
marketplaces are safe. It is my hope that a 
targeted approach, like the INFORM Con-
sumers Act, will help bring forth a sensible 
resolution to this issue as the America COM-
PETES Act moves to a conference committee. 
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AUBREY BRUCE STACY 

HON. BETH VAN DUYNE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, February 3, 2022 

Ms. VAN DUYNE. Madam Speaker, on be-
half of a grateful Nation and the citizens of the 
Texas–24, the 2021 Congressional Veteran 
Commendation is hereby presented to Aubrey 
Bruce Stacy, Lieutenant Colonel, United 
States Army, of Colleyville, Texas for his hon-
orable service in the Armed Forces of the 
United States of America and for his continued 
dedication to his community. 
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